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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-18 are presented for examination. Claims 1, 6, 8, 10, 15, and 17 stand 
independent. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1, 3-5, 10, and 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mattis et al. (USPN 6,292,880) (hereinafter Mattis) in view of Graham 
et al. (USPN 6,594,700) (cited as pertinent art in previous office action) (hereinafter 
Graham). 

3. Referring to claim 1 , Mattis discloses a method of responding to an incoming 
request message (i.e. HTTP GET message) from a sender (i.e. a client) which 
comprises, in combination, the steps of: 

comparing the inbound request message with previously received and stored 
inbound request messages (e.g. abstract); and 

if a match is found between the inbound request message and a given previously 
stored inbound request message, accessing a stored response (i.e. retrieve the 
requested object from the cache) previously transmitted in response to the previously 
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stored inbound message, and returning the stored response to the sender (e.g. 
abstract; Figure 9C and related portions of the disclosure). 

Mattis does not disclose converting the incoming request message into an 
incoming canonical request message expressed in a predetermined standard form. 
Graham discloses converting the incoming request message into an incoming canonical 
request message (the Office takes the term "canonical" to mean "of or pertaining to a 
standardized form") 412 expressed in a predetermined standard form (Figure 7; col. 9, 
lines 10-41 ). It would be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Mattis with Graham in order to facilitate 
the different protocols in the system to work in harmony between the client and server 
providers, thereby increasing interoperability of the systems with one another. 

4. Referring to claim 3, Mattis in view of Schroeder disclose the invention 
substantively as described in claim 1 . Mattis furthermore discloses the step of 
comparing comprises the substeps of: 

generating an access key value based on the content on the inbound canonical 
request message (Figure 9A, reference character 904; col. 27, line 50 to col. 28, line 3); 

accessing zero or more selected ones of said previously received and stored 
canonical request messages which are specified by said access key value (Figure 9A, 
reference characters 906-916; col. 28, lines 3-29); and 

comparing said incoming canonical request message with said selected ones of 
said previously received and stored canonical request messages (col. 28, lines 3-30). 
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5. Referring to claim 4, Mattis in view of Schroeder disclose the invention 
substantively as described in claim 3. Mattis furthermore discloses wherein when no 
match is found between said incoming canonical request message and a previously 
stored canonical request message, performing the step of storing said incoming 
canonical request message in a first storage location specified by said access key 
(Figure 10A and related portions of the disclosure). 

6. Referring to claim 5, Mattis in view of Schroeder disclose the invention 
substantively as described in claim 4. Mattis furthermore discloses when no match is 
found, generating a new response message containing data specified by the incoming 
request message (i.e. retrieving object from server and storing in cache system) (Figure 
9A, reference character 926); 

transmitting said new response message to said sender (Figure 9A, reference 
character 926); and 

storing said new response message at a second location associated with said 
first location (e.g. abstract). 

7. Claims 10 and 12-14 are rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 
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Claims 2, 6-9, 11, and 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mattis in view of Graham as applied above, and further in view of 
Schroeder et al. (US 2002/0099735). 

8. Referring to claim 2, Mattis in view of Graham discloses the invention 
substantively as described in claim 1 . Mattis in view of Graham does not disclose a 
portion of the incoming request message is expressed in XML language and is 
translated into a standard canonical XML form. Schroeder discloses an incoming data 
object in an XML language and is translated into a standard canonical XML form (p. 4, 
48-49). It would be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Mattis and Graham with Schroeder to 
easily allow disparate systems using different protocols the ability to share information 
easily without the need for mandated data formats which can be expensive and 
complicated to intertwine, thereby increasing customer satisfaction and 
interconnectedness as supported by Schroeder (p. 1, jf 4-5). 

9. Claims 6-9, 1 1 and 15-18 are rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments, see arguments on page 10 of response, filed April 10, 
2005, with respect to the rejection(s)of claim(s) 1-18 under Mattis in view of Schroeder 
have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been 
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withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made 
in view of Mattis in view of Graham for claims 1, 3-5, 10, and 12-14 and Mattis in view of 
Graham in view of Schroeder for claims 2, 6-9, 1 1 , and 1 5-1 8. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph E. Avellino whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-3905. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:00-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
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